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ay concerning the Uſe of Reaſon in Propoſriens 
ence whereof depends upon Human Tei- 
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LETTER 
TO THE | | 
Reverend Dr. Benjamin Prat, &c. 


SIR, = 
OU remember, I believe, that ſometime before you went 
for Ireland, you gave our worthy and incomparable Friend, | 
\ * the Pious and Learned Dr. Grabe, and me, an Account 

of a late Book intituled, An Eſſay concerning the Uſe of 

Reaſon in Propoſitions, &c. And | cannot forget, that in your Diſ- 
courſe upon that Subject, there appear d fo much Ability in diſcove- 
ring the Errors in that ſmall Treatiſe, and ſuch a Senſe of their 
fatal Conſequence to its Author and others, if miſlead by them; 
that { could not forbear wiſhing, I were able to expoſe them to 
publick View, in a degree anſwerable to the Acuteneſ and Con- 
cern, where with they were then repreſented to the Company 
That Impreſſion continuing, I examin'd the ſaid Eſſay, and 
found ro my great Satisfaction, that its Author, in the Cloſe of his 
Diſcourſe, adreſſes his Reader in the following manner: I ſhall 
* be heartily glad it by this my Eſſay I ſhall provoke any one, that 
* ſees thre my Miſtakes, to ſet me right in a Matter of fo great 
* Conſequence as the Subject of it; or, &c. Pag. 56”. For tad 
king This, as an ingenuous Confeſſion of the MiRakes in that Books 
5 a very inviting Call for Relief even to any one; I muſt on td 
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you Sir, that I have been juſtly OY by that his Eſſay, to mak 
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this Gentleman heartily glad, by ſetting him Right in 4 Matter of | 
grea: Conſequence as the Suljett of it is; ſince I not only ſee, bu 
even ſee thro his Miſtakes. | | | 

Lou know, Sir, *tis directly levell'd at the Myſtery of the ml 
Holy Trinity, and that the Liberty of Man, and the Eternity of WW fo 
G OD, whereof it treats afterwards, are to that Article, but Ac. WW hi 
ceflaries in the Diſcourſe, Now I ſhould handle thoſe three 
Points, in the ſame order with our Author, were it not that hi 
Book makes me believe, He and I are very far from being agreed 
upon certain Principles, which we muſt allow on both 25 be. 
fore he can reaſonably attack, or I defend that Holy Myſtery a 
gainſt Him. I ſhall therefore treat of ths other two Points in the 
Firſt Place, Secondly, | ſhall name thdle ! * produce the 
Reaſons which convince me that our Author and I are not agreed 
upon them, and ſolemnly promiſe, that if he will allow them with 
me, I ſhall then ſolve all the Difficulties which Reaſon will autho- 
rize him to make againſt the Myſtery of the Holy Trinity. 

In treating of thoſe two Points, I ſhall make it appear, Firſt, That 

I fee this Gentleman's Miſtakes. Secondly, That 1 ſee ebro' his 
Miſtakes. Thirdly, 1 ſhall endeavour to ſer him Right in reference 
to thoſe Miſtakes. By ſceing his Miſtakes, I undeſtand the appre- 
herding them, as couch'd in his Eſſay. By ſeeing tro his Mi. 
Rakes, I underſtand the perceiving their Origin, or whence they 
come, whether they tend, and what Princpile they. ſtand. up- 
on, By ſetting him Righe in this important Subject, I mean, 
as far only as his Diſcourſe gives me occaſion ſo to do. Tis 
with this laſt Article 1 ſhall conclude, and then ſubmit the 
Performance to your Judgment, Sir; which I queſtion not will be 
ery acceptable to both Parties, to this Gentleman and to me, ſince 

will be attended with thoſe engaging Circumſtances, which ne- 
fer fail to accompany whatever you do or ſay. 


F tbe Liberty of Man conſider d in it Self, and with 
1 1 refpett to the Preſcience of GOD. 

wy 2 "08 5 X doh ng =" 32 ST x LE. | > pay » a wh 71 5 Whew” 

*Oar Author begins this Head with aſſuring us, That be does 
not doubt to clear up this Point from all Abſurdities, and thereby 

convince the Reader, that we are not in that Abſurd State * 

eee 
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„me Clergy would put us into, nor in that Sceptical One; which is 


ur WF che direct Conſequence of their Opinion. Pag. 45, He con- | 
inues © I know very well, that Divines put ſuch an Idea to the | 


term Liberty, as is directly inconſiſtent with the Divine Preſcience; 
of WW for they ſuppoſe Liberty to ſtand for a Power in Man to determin 
ic. BF himſelf, and conſequently that there are ſeveral Actions of Man 
ree F* abſolutely contingent, ſince they depend as to their Exiſtence on 
bis . Man, who determins their Exiſtence from himſelf, without re- 
* gard to any extrinſecal Cauſes, Pag. 46. | 
Here, the Clergy are miſrepreſented more ways than one. They 

o not fay, there are ſeveral, or any Action: of Man abſolutely can - 
ingent, with reference to the Divine Preſcience, On the contrary, 
they maintain there are no Actions of Man abſolutely contingent in 
ed ¶ chat reſpect, and. are thereby very far from deſtroying their own Idea 
ith Mol Liberty, as our Author pretends they do, at the bottom of this 
0- rzge. Bur he goes on ſpeaking of that Ide. 

* Now this Idea of Liberty is not only inconfiſtent with the 
at “ Suppoſition of the Divine Preſcience, but inconſiſtent with 
us “ Truth: And to make that appear, 1 ſhall ſhow wherein our 
ce Liberty conſiſts, and then its conſiſtency with the Divine Pre- 


i. fo rar ſeveral Actions, according to the Determination of his 
7 Mind : It, Sc. Pag. 47.” 

p- Sir, You know this Gentleman's Deſizn in the Lines preceding 
n, theſe we examin, was, to clear up our Idea of the Liberty of Man 


de ut in that Abſurd State which the Clergy would tut us into, nor in 
70 {oct Sceptical One which is the direct Conſequence of their Opinion. 
e Aud you ſee by the firſt Period in the Quotation before us, that 
is Deſign is quite another thing. For thus jt runs in its genuine 

nſe; Now the Clergys Idea of Liberty is not only inconfiſtent wit 


he Suppoſirion of the Divine Preſcience , but inconſiſtent with U 


Iruths And to make that appear, I ſhall SHOW, wherein our Li- 


| 


c- MW ſcience. | Every Man may obſerve in himſelf, a Power to do or 
l 


is from 4% Abſurdities ; and thereby to convince the Reader, that we are 
* ix 


| 


, 
; 
o 
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1 
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ty conſiſts, i. e. according to me, and then its confiftency with the-. | 
divine Preſcience, i. e. according tome 


ly, he would never ſbow thereby, That he is in the Right, and. 
e Clergy in the Wrong; That his Opinion is True, and theirs. 


—— 


Now if he were $, HO.#/ ING, This, for a whole. Age continu: | 


ule; the things to be ſbemn. He would never thereby clear up 
6 : | u.. 


it is really ſo: I likewiſe imagin and declare, that the Clergy: 


Trath of what is in Queſtion, and afligning that for a Prof, 
| which is the very Thing under Debate, leaves the Controverſy per. 


this ingenious Gentleman undertakes, and yet is not able to con- 


it. The Clergy ſay, That Man has in himſelf, a Power to do nr 
| forbear ſeveral Actions according to the Determination of his own 
Mind, i. e. 4 Determination given by it ſelf. And perhaps our Au- 
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This Idea of Liberty is far from being inconſiſtent wich the 


their 1.1ea of Liberty, as indeed he does not. 
In the. Second Period of the Quotation we examin, you have 
this Gentleman's Definition or Deſcription of Liberty in theſe Words 
Every Man may obſe ve in himſelf a Power to do or forbear ſeveral 


- Equivocal, for it can be underſtood in two very different Senſes, 


RL CS . 
our Idea of Liberty from All, or from any Abſurdities at aff, Al 
his Endeavours that way, and in that manner, would at laſt amount 
to no more than to thele, or to ſuch like bare, trifling Aſſertions, v 


I gravely fancy and ſay, that my Opinion is True; and therefore 
Opinion is Falſe, and therefore tis truely fo. - Which ſuppoſing the 


fectly in Statu qui, with this Advantage to the Clergy, viz, That 


fute, nay, nor does deſign to bring one ſingle Argument apainf 


Act ions, according to the Determination ef his Mind. Now this is 


and it is not determin'd here, in which of the two our Author takes 


thor means, 4 Determination given by ſome External Agent or Cauſ: 
That he does fo here, and wherever he uſes the ſame Expreſſions, 
is evident from what he has, ſpeaking of his own Idea of Libercy, in 
the following manner. | AS of 


& Certainty of an Action, and conſequently with the Divine Pre- V. 


e ſcience': For here is Nothing Contingent in the whole Chain, but eco 
« every thing as certain as our Knowledge that God foreſees every then 


 Heteby 
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Hereby 'tis evident, Firſt, That when this Gentleman ſays 


1 very Man has a Power in himſelf to do or forbear ſeveral Ad ions, 
iz, cording to the Determination of his ou Mind, he means only, - 
or Determination given by ſome External Agent or Cauſe. For, ſays he, 
ere are Cauſes that ever determin the Will, and Cauſes of theſe 
the auſes, and ſo on to Infinity. Secondly, That in his Opinion, every 
of Nn acts by an Ab/olute Neceſſity of Fate. Tis what he tells us a 
er. NPreat deal plainer than I could wiſh. N. one Action, ſays he, in 


his long Progreſſion of Cauſes, extend it even to Infinity, could poſſibly 
ot happen. Stop where you will, &c. If ſo, every Man is certain- 
ly and unavoidably ated by an Abſolute Neceſſity of Fate. For no 
Man either has or can have a Power in himſelf to determin his own 
Ml, or conſequently, to ſuſpend or delay, divert or diſappoint 
ontroul or reſiſt Cauſes, which are External to, Different — 


Divine Preſcience, you have in the following Words. 


uſe. Mind, and that Liberty is perfectly con tent with that Certain- 


ns, “ ty of our Actions before they are produc'd, then our Liberty is 


in reconcilable with the Divine Preſcience, ſince all the difficulty 
lay in reconciling tbe certainty of all future Actions with our 


the Liberty, Pag. 50.” That is, if our Liberty is a Fatal Neceſſi- 


re. y, the Effect of an Eternal Neceſſary Chain of Cauſes ; I fancy tis 
but M:cconcilable with the Divine Preſcience. Let it be ſo. But what 
ery ben? Our Author concludes the whole in this manner: True 


, Liberty therefore is conſiſtent with Neceſſity, and ought not to 
ofc 1 oppos d to it, but only to Compulſion, 5b.” Juſt as if he had 
faid, | 


True Beauty therefore is conſiſtent with perfect Deformity, and 


un © Now if all the Liberty we have, conſiſts in a Power to do or 
au. forbear ſeveral Actions, according to the Determinations of our 


k 
: 
* 


vou ought not to be oppos'd to it, but to the Smell of a Reſe. For true | 


the ler ey and abſolute Neceſſity, can no more co- exiſt in the ſame Agent, | 


. 


and ban True Beauty and Perfect Deformity can, in the ſame SuljeR. || 
4h, Neither can there be any more Oppoſition betwixt true Liberty,rand | 
C:mpu!ſion, than there is between true Beauty, and the Smell of a 


i: Thus our Author clears up this Point from. all Abſurdities, | 
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and Abſolutely Independent on his V; and yet, which ever, that 

s, always, and neceſſarily determin it in all its Operations. This is 
ſes, be Sum of what our Author has, concerning the Liberty of Mn, 
Le; Miconlider'd in it ſelf ; and what he ſays of it, with reſpect, to the 
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CF) 
and reſcues us from that Abſurd and Sceptical' Stare which the Cley 
would put us into; by miſrepreſenting the Clergy, by telling us 
fancies, That Humane Liberty is a certain Fatel Neceſſity, and thy 
he wagins tis therefore conſiſtent with the Divine Preſcience ! By 
liace I have now made it appear, that I ſee this Gentleman's . 
| ſake in this Point, I proceed to ſhew, that I fee thro” his Mil 
| That is, that I perceive, {4,4 
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* 
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niſh 
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Whence it bad its Origin. 
Mr. Locke and Spincza, tWo Men of Matter, two Originals of o not 
Only Subſtance, are Originals of our Author's Opinion. Thus Mr, L Pc: 
has it: © Every one finds in himſelf a Power to begin or forben W 
* ſeveral Actions. Eſſay, B. 2. C. 21. § 7.” Again: The Ide 
of Liberty, is the Idea of a Power in any Agent to do or forben 
any Action, according to the Determination of the Mind. b. 5 
| ** 8.” This he underſtands as our Author does, viz. According u 
| a Determination given by ſome External Agents or Cauſes. But SM Ar 
noza does not equivocate or mince the Matter. He tells us plainly, Mil: 
. 3 There Is no abſolute or Free Wills it 
Ce ee eee I the Miad, bur that it is Determin d M 
e e © to will This or That by a Cauſe, which I th 
1 7 eee „ js likewiſe Determin d by Another, and li: 
This again by Another, and fo, on to of 
Infinity). This is exactly what our n. 
Author ſays in thele Words : There an th 
Cauſes that ever determin the Will, as theWain 
appearing good or evil Conſequences ; theres! 
are other Cauſes of the appearing good or Fr 
evil Conſequences, and Cauſes of thoſe Cauſes, and ſo on to Infinity.Wto 
One would think he copied Mr. L. and Spinoza, word by word to 
| however, to quote no more, tis evident from the foregoing Lines 41 
that they are Originals of our Author's Opinion. Bur, 


| illud volendum determina- 
& hec iterum ab alia, & 


| fur a cauſa, que etiam 
ab alia determinata eſt, 
N fic in inſinitum. Ethic. 
Far. 2. Prop. 48. 


Whether does it tend 2 
| That's evident, for it makes all Laws, whether Human or Di 
vine, propos d to the Obſervance of Man, both Uſeleſs and Abſurd 


any 
Di 


1 


d the enforcing them with Threats and Promiſes, Rewards and 


aichments, both Ridiculous and Unreaſonable. It puts it ab- 
0 Jutcly out of our Power to be Fairhful, Sincere, or Honeſt ; 


d renders us Excuſable and Innocent, when we commit the moſt 
xrbarous and Horrid Crimes. It quite diſſolves the Ties of Hu- 
an Society, the ſtays of Government, and breaks down the Secu- 
ies of our Peace, Property, nay and of our Lives too. Spin 
ing charg'd with making all Wickedneſs excuſable, by teaching 
at Men are neceſſary Agents, * the Conſequence to be true, 
returning this bantering Anlwer, viz. 1 inde | * | 
What then? For Wicked Men are 1 . 1 : Sue 1 
not the leſs to be fear'd, nor the leſs Ae 1 e 
bernicious, when they are neceſſarily 779 e, dee se 


: » pernitieft, quando neceſſa-. 
den Wicked.“ Let us now enquire, rid mali fake. Epi 62. 


Ide: 

bear : 1 

1.9 What Principle is it bottom d upon; 
to 


J And it is this, viz. That the Will of Man is only a Power, an 
nly, bility, or a Modification. Thus Spinoza 
VV Bas it : * The N is only a certain 
in d Modification of Thinking, and fo is * A* 
nich the Underſtanding ; wherefore no Vo- ne 1 r 
and lition can exiſt, or be determin'd ro 775 N 5 
te, if ir be not determin'd by a- „ e, meque 4d 
our WF nothert Cauſe, and this again by ano- 2 „ 
ane ther, and ſo on to Infinity. Mr. IL. e 
5 the haintai s, after $ pinozas That the NI 
here is Nothing but one Power or Ability, and 
| or WE Freedom another Power or Ability: So that 
to ask, whether the Will has Freedom, is | 
to ask whether one Power, has another Power, one Ability, another 
Ability, ib. $. 16. Now, according to thoſe Frantick Imaginati- 
1s it is as impoſſible that the 7/711, of Man ſhould determin it ſelf 
act; as it is, that the Modification, Ability, or Power in my 
to form theſe Characters upon this Paper, ſhould determin it 
write this Letter, . Bur let us farther enquire, 


* Voluntas certus tan- 
tum cogitandi modus eſt, 


| 
minetur, & hac rurſus ' | 
ab alia, & fic porrd in 
infinitum. Ethic. Par. 1. 7 


Demon. P rope 32. 


T 
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2 Principle this other new Imagination is built up | 


And it is this, viz, There neither is, nor can be but One Only $, 
Lance in the whole Univerſe, which is differently Medified in all Thing 
{| Now that this is the very Baſis of Spinoza's Hypotheſis, DoQrin 
and Atheiſm, I need only to mention, 'tis fo well known. Thar 
is likewiſe the ſir ole Point wherein Mr. L's Eſſay of Human Undy 
fſtanding centers, | have evidently prov'd, in my Parallel of tha 
two Authors Opinion, prefix'd to my Diſſertation, not upon th 
roth Chap. of that Eſſay, as this Gentleman very undiſcerningly hy 
it, Pag. 40. there being many a 10th Chap. in that Book, but q 
on the 10th Chap. of the 4th Book of that Eſsy. Confſequent 
tis their conſtant Doctrine, that what we call diſtinct particul 
: Beings or Subſtances, ſuch as Man, Spirit, Horſe, Sun, Moon, &. 
re only different Nominal Subſtances, different Modifications d 
their One only Actual and External, Extended or Material Sub 
ſtance, 7. e. of their God. And accordingly, Mr. L. teaches ate 
Spinoza, That the Identity of the fame Man, like that of otbe 
Animals, conſiſts in nothing, but a Participation of the ſam 
& continued Life, by conſtantly fleeting (Spinsza's Words) Particle 
& of Matter, in ſucceſſion vitally united to the ſame organize 


* 
+,” — 2 — 


Body. Eſſay. B.- 2. C. 27. §. 6. He diſtinguiſhes the ſam 
ll Perſon in the fame Man, from the Man himſelf; and places th 4 
I Identity of the ſame Perſon in the ſame Man, ©'in Conſciouſneſs. ib. pu 
48 9.“ Now, by the bye, Life and Conſciouſneſs, being but *. 
ro Modifications, according to thoſe Originals, and the Identity ol « 
che ſame Man conſiſſ irg in the one, and the Identity of the ſame Or 
ö ks | * 
Fperſon in the other; you ſee what becomes of both, upon the DH q- 
E| folution of the Body, according to thoſe Men of Matter. But Man 
FH Perſon, Mind, Underſtanding, Will, &c. being, according to them, 
nothing elſe, but bare Modifications, it is evident, that the Wil of 
Man, in. their Opinion, neither has, nor can have, an Original 
AInnate, Intrinſecal Active Power to determin it ſelf, as the Clergy | 
maintain; and that on the contrary, it muſt be determin d in af e, 
its Operations, by External Cauſes or Agents, by an abſolute neceſſin © 
ef Fate; which is our Author's Opinion, now evidently and graduW* 
ally deduc'd, from the only Principle whereon it ſtands, to wil q | 
| Thy | 


— 


| 6... £10 
Inn: Hypotheſis of One Only Subſtance differently Modified in the whole 
I Univerſe, the known Baſis of all Atheiſm, whether Antient or Mo- 
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ere, originally, and only reduc'd to a Syſtematical Conſiſteney, 
inp by Spinoza and his Diſciple Mr. L. And fince I have now made ir 


int 
at it 
2 
hok 

the 
b 
C U 
entlh 


ſpeak to, Viz. 
The Eternity of GOD. 


You have ſeen, Sir, how high and in what manner this Gentleman 


culol Here he ſingles qut one of them, the late Right Reverend Lord Bp. 
00 f Worceſter, Dr. Stillingflect. There he charg'd the Cierg with 
8 0 putting us into Abſurd and Sceptical States; for teaching a receiv'd 
Su 


after 
oth 


ſam 51. Abſurdities, P. 53, &c. becauſe he removes Tnconfiſtenties and 


ice 1urdities from the Eternity of GO D ; by aſſerting, after other 
ne Chriſtian Philoſophers, Divines, Reaſonable and Learned Men, 
= That Duration or Succeſſion does not belong to 6 O D or Eterni- 


ty, Our Author maintains the contrary againſt them, and for that 
5 defines Eternity thus. By Eternity I underſtand, an 


* nin 


or End. Pay 57.” As to what he brings to prove his 


* ſhall conſider it afterwards, In the mean while, let us enquire, 
1 0 g 

them, 

1 Whence his Opinion badits Origin. . 


Mr. L. aſcribes, not only Duration or Succeſſion to what he calls 


Duration and Expanſion, (7. e. Extenſion) comprehend in them 


Mr. L. and Spinoza's Deity ; for to the One Only True GOD, t 
B 2 | 


1 


— 
7 


charg d the Clergy in general, in the beginning of the preceding Article. | 


* 1deg of Duration, to which it is repugnant to aſſign a Begin» 


Jon Opinion, and to confute a certain Objection made againſt it, we 


» 
: 
| | 
„ 


appear, That I not only ſee, but even ſee thro this Gentleman's | 
Miſtakes in this Point, I proceed to the ſecond Head I propos d ta 
* - : 


Truth, which is a Bafis of all our Religious, Moral, and Civil Dy | 
ties, as we have ſeen. Here he brings in that Worthy - Prelate | 
guilty of charging the Eternity of GO D, with Inconſiſtencies, Pag. 


God, but even Expanſion, i. e. Extenſion too. He tells us, W That 


all finite Beings, and in their full Extent, (i. e. Infinite) belong 
o wi only to the Deity. Eſſay, B. 2. C. 15. F. 8.” That is, 3 
| y 
dc 


ti 
Fi 


U 


| 


| 
4 both Duration and Expanſion in their Full, Ci. e. Infinite) Extent 


14 
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| hend, that his Deity is older to day than it was yeſterday, That i 


| fied in all Things. For this pretended ſingle Subſtance with its Mod 


: 
: 


; 


4 


1 


| Thing with the whole World or Univerſe ; they reaſon conſecutive 


every where, and ſo does Mr, L. eſpecially in the 13 and 16 Sed. 


9 Figur d, &c. conſequendly, Infinitcly Material, and fo, Dur 


' tenſion or Expanſion, Length, Breadth, Thickneſs, Figures, Fate, Ne 


( 13 ) 
do not belong in their full Extent, or ina limited Extent, or in an 
Degree or Manner at all. But, 5 


Whether does this Opinion tend ? 
Why to make that Deity Material. That it is ſo, Spinoza teache 


ons of the foremention'd famous Chap. as is prov'd in the Diſſerta- 
tion upon it. And indeed all Atheiſts have been Materialiſts. Mr l. 
is ſo, not only in that Chapter, but every where elſe. He derive 
the word, Duration, from Durare, and this again, from Durum eſſe 
ib. F. 4. He tells us, That the Ideas of Length, he bas uf Ex 
4 panſion, (7: e. Extenſion) are turn d every Way, and ſo make Fi. 
gure, and Breadth, and Thickneſs; but, Sc. ib. §. 1 1. That it 
is the very Nature of Duration and Expanſion to conſiſt 0 
Parts, ib. 8. 9. That whatever has Duration, is of a longer Con- 
“ tinuance to day, than it was yeſterday, ib. C. 17. § 16. Tha 


27 


belong only to his Deity.” Whereby he would make us compre 


conſiſts of Infinite. Parts, That it is Infinitely Long, Broad, Thick 


id 


Mus, But, 


What is this Imagination grounded upon? 


Why upon the Lurking Principle; as the Learned Mr. Mill 
worded it in your hearing, Sir: Upon Mr. L. and Spineza's darling 
Hypotheſis of One Only Afual and Eternal Subſtance differently Mod 


fications, being what they call their God, on the one Hand ; an 
being, on the other Hand, with its leading Modifications, Think" 
and Extenſion, and their Attendants, one and the ſame Individus 


ly when they aſcribe Duration, Succeſſion, Solidity or "Hardneſs, E 


who 


3 +; 


tad. — 


ceſſity, &c. to their Deiry. That this Chimera is the only Dei 


n an 


eaches 
Seftjs 
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(13) . 
oſe Eternal Eæiſtence Mr. L. after Spinoza, has endeavour d to- 
abliſh in the foremention'd Chap. under the cover of the Holy 
ame, GO D; has been fo evidently and unanſwerably prov'd in | 
> Diſſertation upon that Chap. that tho his Friends have been ſo 

der of his Reputation as to let nothing wrote againſt him to pals 
anſwer'd, yet none of them have been, or ever ſhall be able to 

ar him from the Charge made out againſt him in that Book. 

d leſt his Reputation ſhould give any Weight to his Hypothe- 

it is there Geometricallj Demonſtrated, in his own Words, ſtan- 

g for his own Ideas, united or diſunited in Propoſitions, ac- 
ding to his on Criterion of Certainty and Rules of Demonſtration : 
ut he neither did, nor could know what he ſaid, in all, or in any one 
gle Aſſertion impley d by him, to eſtabliſh the Exiſtence of bis pre- 

ded Eternal, Cogitative and Extended or Material Subſtance, 1. e. 
e Eternal Exiſtence of the World, on the one fide ; or to deſtroy 
> Exiftence of an Eternal Immaterial Subſtance, of an Eternal Spi- 

, of the One Only True GO D, on the other; and that it is im- 
ſible for any body elſe to ſucceed better in that Wicked At- 

pt, than he has done. But ſince it appears by what has been. 
w ſaid, that I not only ſee, but even ſee bro this Gentleman's 
iftakes upon this ſecond Head, I proceed to the third Point I pro- 
5d to handle, viz. 


name the Principles upon which I believe our Author 
and I are not agreed, and to produce the Reaſons 
which perſuade me that we are not ſo. 


Thoſe Principles are, Firſt, the Exiſtence of GO D, which Ion 
d know, | Secondly, That the Mitings which we call the Holy 
riptures, do contain the .reveal'd il of that Supreme Being. 

The Reaſons which make me believe that this Gentleman does not 
ee with me upon thoſe fundamental Points, are the following. 
ſt, Becauſe he, with Mr. L. and Spineza, aſcribes Duration and 
cceſſon to his God; which denotes his Deity and theirs, to be one 
d the ſame. Secondly, Becauſe he reduces the N of Man to 


n ab/olure Neceſſity of Fare, as they do, and almoſt in their- | 


Words; which being a neceſſary Conſequence of their Hy- 
ſbeſis, denotes, that our Author is a Gentleman of One Only Sub- 


ſtange- | 


| lane with both of them. Thirdly, Becauſe he reduces his Cod, 1 


Hypotheſis, ſhews that our Anthor's Deity and Mr. L's and Spina; 
is one and the ſame. This laſt Charge is thus prov'd. 


which he reduces the 7/11 of Man, by calling it Liberty, continu 


or Liberty, we can conceive to belong to am Being; and, Sc. P. 4). 


all the Poſitive, Arbitrary, or Free Appointment of any Intelligent 


produtta ſunt. 


LF <table, or to depend on any Arbitrary Power, which of Ch 
by E made it thus, or could make it otherwiſe, Eſſay, B. 4. C 3.5% 


(14) 


act by the very ſame abſolute neceſſity of Fare, that he aſcribes tot 
wil of Man; which being another neceſſary Conſequence of thy 


Our Author having defcrib'd, and miſnam'd the Neceſſiy iff" 


in the ſame Abuſe of that Term, to ſpeak of it in the followin 
manner. And this, (i. e. Fatal Neceſſity) is the greateſt Freedaq 


Here, to quote no more, he directly and deſignedly includes wh 
he calls God, as is evident by the terms, any Being, and by the Co 
text. Wherefore what he calls God, muſt be the very fame Thin 
with Mr. L's and Spineza's Deity, to whom, confiſtently with chen 
ſelves and its own Nature, they aſcribe Fate and Neceſſity, and ſ 
they muſt, For, ſuppoſing, as they do, the Exiſtence of theirpre 
tended One Single Cogitative and Extended or Material Subſtance, 
muſt exiſt, by a Priority of Nature, Antecedently to its own MM 
.difications, to all Perception, Thinking, Knowtedge, Wiſdom, & 
It muſt therefore act by the Laws of its own Nature, (i, e. of Blix 
Matter and Motion) as Spinoza has it, originally in it ſelf, in ti 
Material Subſtance, antecedently to all Perception, Thinking, &C. | 


Miſe Being; That is, by the Laws of Eternal, Blind, Unthiokinf 
Senceleß Matter and Motion, by a fortuitous Product of Caſual 
a Reſult of mere Chance, a Hit of Hap-hazard, by the Undeſign 
bur irreſiſtible Appointment gy ah : 
+ Res nullo alio modo, I « irn 5 of 
neque alio ordine 4 Deo j Eb array 1 40. ak "ue y 
produci potuerunt, = cc ot E= 4 fl 575 ad a 
Be. ernal Material Subſtance) in: 
r. fr _ © other Manner or Order, beſides ! 
e * wherein they have been produc' 
Mr. L. expreſſes Spinoza's Senſe in the following Words: 
Idea of a right lin d Triangle neceſſarily carries with it an Eq % 
< lity of its Angles.to two right ones. Nor can we conceive t 


* Relation, this Connection of theſe two Ideas, to be poſſibly n , 


E 5 
Ip . 
* 
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The fourth and laſt Reaſon I have, to name no more, for be- 
eving hat our Author is not agreed with me upon the foremen- 
ond Principles, and that he is a Gentleman of One Only Subſtance 
ith Mr. L. and Spinoza, is; his taking Human, and Divine Rea- 
1, to be one and the tame, as they do. Fle quotes the Reverend 
Dean of Pauls, Mr. Gitbert, and I without any Reaſon at all, as In- 
unces of thote who allow there are Things contrary to Human Rea= 
n, but not contrary to Divine Reaſon: Pag. 40. And then adds, 
The diſtinction thus underſtood, (i. e. as putting a Difference be- 
twixt Human, and Divine Reaſon) is perfectly unintelligible : For 
tho' we have Ideas to the Words, contrary to Human Reaſon, yet 
5 Co we have none to the Words, contrary to Divin? Reaſon ; and ſo 
we diſtinguiſh Hum an Reaſon from we know not what; unleſs we 
underſtand by Divine Reaſon, Reaſon as it is in Man; and then 
there is no manner of ground for a diſtinction, for a Thing can 
never be diſtinguiſh'd from it ſelf, ib. Pag. 41. 

Thus he endeavours to perſwade us, that the Aiſtindt ion whereby 
n Ms Clergy put a Difference between Human Reaſon and Divine Rea- 
ir Perfect Nonſence. And he gives you a Reaſon for it. 
Ir, ſays he, tho" we have Ideas to the Words, contrary to Human 
oſon, yet we have none to the Words, contrary to Divine Reaſon. 


* | at is, the Words, Divine Reaſon, made to ſtand for a Reaſon 
ent! ferent from Human Reaſon, are Signs of Nothing, Sounds with-. 
>: irſÞe Signification or Senſe, Unleſs, ſays he, we underſtand by Divine 
afual aſon, Reaſon as it is in Man, and then there will be no ground for 
Jefign Clergy's Vnintelligible Senſeleſs diſtin&ion. This indeed is what 


would have us 'do, as he inlinuated before, Pag. 38. and is 
in from his Endeavours to prove, that the Clergy's Diſtinction is. 
et Nonſence. Now, that Divine Reaſon, is Reaſon as it is in 


in of inage r Epoche of One Only Materia! Subſtance. = 


Spinoza teaches, That particular g | 
Cogitations, or this and that Cogita- f Singulares cogitati- 
on, are Modifications, which in a ,, Hoe het, © ils 
certain fdetermin'd manner, repreſent cogitatio, modi ſunt, qua _ 
be Nature of God.“ And after ha- Dei naturam certo, S8 
8 ſpoke a deal of Jargon upon determinato modo exprt» 


8 bi ect he | a mint. Erhic, Par. 2+ 
ub concludes thus Demon. Prop, 1. 


From 


n Eq 


eive t 
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Fine ſequitur Men- From whence it follows, I 
tem humanam partem eſſe Human Mind, is a part of the 
Infiniti intelled u: Dei, © vine Mind.“ Since therefore 1 
ib, Cor, Prop, 1 1. Mind, is a Part of the Divine M; 
| according to thoſe Men of Matter 3 ü 
plain, that according to them, Human Reaſon, and Divine Real 
muſt be the ſame Thing; and that the Clergy s diſtinct ion, which p 
an infinite Difference betwixt the One, and the Orher, is Pen 
Nonſence, as our Author ſays 
And indeed it is according to this Atheiſtical Imagination, tl 
Mr. L. Spincza, and their few Scholars, do ſo much extol Hun 
Reaſon and Knowledge, above what we call Divinꝰ Revelation 1 
Faith. To exalt and magnifie the former, Mr. L. calls it, oi 
ginal Revelation. Eſſay, B. 4. C. 18. §. 3. To vilifie and d 
miniſh the weight and value of the latter, he calls it, Traditit 
| Revelation, ib. after Spinoza, who al 
Fides: Hiſtoriarum. our Faith, de aer or Traditional Fail 
Theol. Polit, c. 4. There can be no Evidence, ſays Mr 
s 1 | e That any Traditional Revelation 
„ of Divine Original, in the Words we receive it, an 
e in the Senſe we underſtand it, ſo clear, and fo certa 
4% as thoſe of the Principles of Reaſon : And, Sc. ibid. 
© 10.“ It was after [ſhowed this to be Mr. L's Dream, concen 
ing Humane Reaſon, by proving him to be a Man of Matter, 
Original of One Subſtance with Spinoza, that I quoted thoſe Paff 
ges out of him, as Inſtances of his Subverting the Nature and C/ 
Divine Revelation and Faith, which our Author quotes to a wrong 
purpoſe, Pag. 40. out of my Diſſertation, Pag. 279. 
Tis likewiſe upon that Lurking Principle, and upon this Atbei 
cal Imagination, which makes Humane and Divine Reaſon, to be 0 
and the ſame Thing; that Socinianiſm, Deiſm or Atheiſin, as well 1 
the moſt important Points, in the Reafonableneſs of Chriſtianity, | 
Chriſtianity not Myſterious, in the Rights of. the Chriſtian Chur 
and in other Books of the like Principles, are ſolely -grounds 
*Tis alſo upon the ſame Imagination, that Mr. L's and Spin 
| e of Univerſal Toleration in Matters of Religion, are onl 
tounded. KK wy nog; 1 - F KK; | 
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Thus Sir, I have ſet before you thoſe Reaſons, which I take to 
0 Inconſideruble Ones, and which perſwade me that this Gentleman 

d I, are very far from being agreed upon thoſe Principles, where- 
we muſt mutually allow, before he can direQly, immediately, 
reaſonably attack the Myſtery of che Holy Trinity, or 1 defend it 
gainſt him. If my Perſwaſion is Right, this ingenious Gentleman 
annot but ſee, how Ridiculous and Abſurd it would, be for kim to 
tack, and for me to defend that Myſtery againſt him. If my Per · 
aſion be wrong, I beſeech our Author to declare, that he knows 
r believes the Exiſtence of an Eternal Abſolutely Immaterial Sub- 
Pance, of an Eternal Spirit, of the One Only True God ; and-that 
e owns the Holy Scriprures do contain the Reveal'd Will of that 
W.)rcme Being; and upon ſight of that Declaration and his Oljecti- 
n:, 1 do hereby ſolemnly engage to ſolve, al the Difficulties which 
deaſon, whether Humane or Divine, will thien really authorize him 
o wake, - againſt the Myſtery of 'the moſt Holy Trinity. Ht 
But then if he ſhould comply with this my juſt Requeſt, I crave 
eave to expect, it ſhall not be in Mr. L's and Spinoza s Equivocal 
hat, Cant, Jargon or Pratling. For they will. declare and con- 
ſs, That there is a God; and by this Holy Name, underſtand 
othing elſe, but the whole Morld or Univerſe. They will declare, 
at God is Immaterial; and hereby underſtand nothing elſe, but 
hat he is not their Bare, Pure, Mere, Incogitative Matter, their 
latter as Matter, their Matter as a Modification, the Groſs, Diviſible 
a enflle Compages or Bull, which we ſee and touch, as is fully ex- 
plain'd in the foremention'd Diſſertation. They will declare, That 
d and Man are Free Agent:; and by Freedom, underſtand no- 
hing elfe, but a Fatal Neceſſity. They will own, That the Holy 
/Wcriptures contain a Divine Revelation ; but then tis becauſe they 
magin that the Minds of thoſe who deliver'd it, were real Portions 
f their Divine, of their Univerſal Mind, of their Anima Mundi, 
ll ſubject to the like Errors and Miſtakes we are liable to. Con- 
quently, they will allow, that thoſe Aſſerrions in the Sacred Mi- 
mg area Divine Revelation, then only when they agree with their 
inden Hypotheſis, and when their own Original Revelation," their Di- 
e one Reaſon can fathom and comprehend them. But if it happens 
Witherwiſe, then thoſe A ſertions are only an Hiſtorical or Traditional 
velation. Then, There can be no Evidence that any Traditional 
relation is of Divine Original, in the Words we receive it, and in 
| the 


Th 
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+ he Senſe we underſtand it, ſo. clear and ſo certain, 4s bei if i 
Principles of Reaſon, as Mr. L, Magiſteri ally words it: Then the 
[| are nothing but the Effets of an exalted Fancy, \ or the Heats, f 4 f 
order d Imagination, as Spinoza has it. 
Þ "Tis by Thx, or by ſuch a Train of Senſeleſs Cant as this is, thy 
| | -thoſe Men of Matter impoſe, upon the Men. of Myſtery 5, as our Ay 
0 i thor calls the Clergy, and all other good Chriſtians. Pag. 45 
No theſe Artifices, Tricks, Shifts: this: Abuſe of Words - whid 
perverts the End of. Humane Language, and corrupts tix 
Means of Inſtruction, being ſo e mean, baſe and u 
becoming a Man that has any remains of Honeſty or Honou 
much more a Gentleman, ſuch as 1 hear our Author is; 
have grounds for hoping, that if he complys with my foregoin 
Requeſt, he will not imploy it, nor any thing like it; nay, that b 
will rather cenſure it with Mr, L. himſelf, Who, very.ingenuouſ 
indeed, gives us to underſtand, Eſſay, B. 3. C. 10. Y. 5. Tbat it 
downright Impoſture, mere Knavery, and in reality is, neither bei 
ter nor worie, I now proceed to the Fourth and Laſt Point I pre 
mis d to ſpeak to, viz. 24 S 


| he, + 


— 


J ſer this Gentleman Right, as to his Errors in theſe 
44 Matters of great Conſequence. _ 
This may be done two ways. Firſt, By ſhowing bim that hi 
i own Opinions are Falſe. Secondly, By making it appear, that tt 
W Theſis he oppoſes is True. The Firſt [ hay :diſpatchd in the pre 
I ceding Pages, by ſhowing that his Opinions ſpring from, and ar 
grounded only upon the very Befis of «ll Atheiſm, whether Ant it 
or Modern. The Second is what I ſhall now do, as far as he give 
me occafion ſo to do. And as to the firſt Point, to wit, the L 
W berty of Man, what he has on this Head, viz. I fancy I am int 
Ih Right, and the Clergy in the Wrong ; aftords no occaſion of ſertin 
him Riche any other way, than by leaving with him the following 
correct Idea of Liberty, viz. 


Tir an Active Power in the Soul of Man, whereby it de- 
. termins it ſelf to act, or not to act, according to the } 
„Direction of Reaſon. (I add for this Gentleman's 

WM farther Satisfaction, and in direct Oppoſition to him) 
without regard to, or dependency upon any External 
Cauſes whatever. 333 | 


89 


But there are certain Acceſſaries of great Conſequence, attend- 
g our Authors attempt to overthrow the Clergy's. Idea of Liber 


q aun ie charges the Cleryy upon this Head, to name no more, with | 
no ng ws into Afrdies, and-even ie rave of es 
uoull hout bringing one fingle Argument, nay, without being able to 

ring any, as I certainly know, and am ready to maintain, to make 
er ber 099 that heavy and important Charge upon them. And not only 


o, but even ſubſtitutes to the eſtabliſh'd Truth taught by the Cler- 
„ mere Dreams and Chimæras, undigeſted Fancies Which direct - 
y lead to dowunright A/btiſm, as we have ſeen, I therefore ad- 
iſe this' Gentleman to recal his Words, to beg the Clergy's Pardoa, 
nd that of other Chriſtians, who have been highly ſcandaliz d by 
his his Conduct; and then he ſhall be Rzghr, as to this Matter of 


I pre 


| theſe 


year Conſequence. ds t the Second Point, % .., - þ 
hat , Tue Idea of Eternity. 8 
he pre 4 ROAD: ab 3 8 * | | I | 
nd 1 He has ſomething upon this Head, that looks like an Argument. 


Ant ie 
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the L 
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he Lord Bp. of Worceſter having aſſerted, after other Divines and | 
ulolophers, That GO D' exiſts all at once, without any reſpett 'to | 
me paſt, preſents, and to come; our Author maintains againſt chem, 
That to ſay G0 D exiſts all at once, & c. is to ſay, That he 
actually exiſts in time paſt, preſent, and to come; that is, that 
time paſt, is not paſt, and that time to come, is come, and was 
always come. Pag. 54. This, he: ſays, is to confound” the Dif- 
erence between, is, and is not, which in reality Men cannot 
don 1b. Afterwards he undertakes to overthrow an Argument 
bich confutes his own Opinion; and which, > know, Sir, is of 
delicate and nice a Texture, 5 it will ſufler no vulgar Hands 

2 or 


m_ 
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or Headsto attack it, without branding their Attempt, and exp 
ſing their Ignorance to- Scorn, Thus our Author manages it. 
11 Tis urg'd, ſays he, by many Learned Men, That there is 
Contraditten to make our Idea of Eternity conſiſt in Succeſh 
(or Duration) to which it is repugnant to aſſign a Beginning ( 
5 End , and thus they argue, That if there has been a Succeſſi 
ba (or Duration) of an infinite number 'of Tears, nll an infinite nu 
ber of Days, and an infinite number of Hours, and an infinite nun 
ber of Minutes, and that Infinites are equal; then it muſt follow, thy 
the number of Tears is equal to the number, of Days, Hours, an 
Minutes, which is abſurd. To this 1 anſwer, the Idea we haved 
Eternity is of a Succeſſion (or Duration) of time, to which it! 
repugnant to aſſign a Beginning or End. Now to compare ty 
Infinites, ſuppoſes two poſitive determinate Numbers; for un 
leſs they be fo, they cannot be compar in the Sence of the O 
< jection. Now it is a Feſt to talk of which is meſt in things tha 
cannot be number'd, as Infinites are ſuppos'd to be. 
The term Eternity ſtands for one Idea; our Idea therefore mul 
be che fame, when that term is applyd to Years, Days, Hour 
and confequent]y they are all equally Infinite or Unmeaſurable.., 
This equality... . . ſhows plainly that the Queſren of which! 
I} moſt in two Infinites is Impertinent, becauſe moſt can never hant 
room but in determinate Numbers... Therefore nothin 
„can be more Abſurd than to ask which is moſt of things that car 
not be counted; Number can only meafy & a fixed, a determi 
ned Succeſſion (or Duration) Pag. 55, 555 I have here ſub 
& | join'd the word, Duration, to the term, Succeſſion, becauſe with ou 
Author they are Hnonimous. This being obſerv'd, you fee, 
Sir, There are ſo many things in what have now quoted ou 
of this Gentleman, wherein he wants ſadly to be ſet Right; that 
Vbapye not time to mention, nor you to read the one balf of them, 
Tics plain he intends to conſute that #rgwment of thoſe many Liar 
ed Men, and to eſtabliſh his own Principle; und yer 'tis certain thil 
Phat he fays, does rather eſtabliſh their Argument, and cenfute hi 
own Principle. What be ſays, amounts to thus much, and to n 


& 
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more, , viz. Gentlemen, you ſay That Duration re Succeſſion does ml 
| agree to 60 D or Eternity. Now I ſay the contrary. But you f 

en Argument out of what T ſay, and prove. it to be A Contradlict ion. 1 
| ene? J enſwer, That Duration does 'belong to & OD and to "Eternity 
= 3 al 
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1 that what you offer to the contrary; is 4 Feſt, Im; errinent, am d Abs 
4, And this, only becauſe I fancy, "ſay ſe, and will have it ſo: PY 
ing no other Argument to prove it, but my ſele Will and Pleaſure, 
d yet, by this Authority alcne, I would have you tale That for an 
ident Truth, which you leave prov'd to be a plain Centradrftion. 
ow. this his way of arguing, I mult own to this Gentleman, is. a 
indeed; eſpecially when imploy'd againft many Learned Men- 
But yet there is another Jet ſtil! behind, and it is this, dix. 
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ent, and Abſurd, whilſt he jmagins *tis upon the many Learned 


erts, That the Queſtion which is moſt in two Infinites, is a Feſt. 
pertinent, and Abſurd , becauſe moſt can never have room but in 


or unfW-rminate Numbers. Now, determinate Numbers, even in what he 
ne Onſelf calls rwo Infinites equally unmeaſurably, are plainly given by 


gs tha own Principle; which therefore eſtabliſhes the Feſt, the Imper- 
ent, the Abſurd Queſtion of which is moſt ia two Infinites. Nay, 
| which is another e, tis upon that very Account, that thoſe 
ny Learned Men prove, That his Principle is, or eſtabliſnes a 
ntradict ien; is a Jeſt Impertinent and Abſurd. © Let us ſhow this 
dually. | n e gon ; and 
His Principle is, That there is Duration or Succeſſion in G 0 D 
d Eternity. Now it is the very Nature of Duration to eonſiſt of 
, and of Parti, to give us the Ideas of Numbers. For Inſtance. 
we divide any aſſignable Portion of Duration, ſuch as an Age, 
o Years, Months, Days, Hours, and Minutes; tis evident that 
have a diſtinct Idea of each of thoſe deter minate Parts of Du-- 
ion, and that each of them ſingly, does furniſn us with the Idea 
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12 
ted ou an Unie. We have therefore diſtinct and determinate Ideas of 
; that Wimber, from the diſtinct and determinate Parts of any length of 
| them ration. We can therefore certainly know, that the determinate 
y LtarWmber. of Years in an Age, can never be equal to the ſtated Num- 


ain thaW ot Minutes in that Portion of Duration. Now this being cer 


fute HH and evidently. known, in one ſingle Age, we may, with equal” 
d to rainy and Evidence, attain a like Knowledge, if we ſhould 


does nd 


Iuply. Ages even to Infinity. 
o fe 


For if we make our ſelves the Center, , e from the pre- 
jon. Moment of Duration wherein we exift, and extending our 
Eternigg6 of Number to Infinity 5 we are able, by clearly and diſtinctly 

an perceiving 


hat it is his own Principle which cur Author calls a Feſt, Imper= | 


-ntiemen's Argument, he beſtows thoſe harfh Epithets. For he 


Freren 


| . 
perceiving the diſproportion in equality betwixt the determi 
. 2 8 the determinate number of Minutes in on 
ſingle Age, to perceive ſucceſſively the like diſproportion betwi 
Fi thofe two Lines of Numbers, even in that ſuppos'd endleſs Pn 
preſſion, We are therefore able to ſhow, Thar to place Dur 
tion or Succeſſion in GOD and Eternity, is a Contradiction; b 
demonſtrating ab ab/urdo, with thoſe many Learned Men, that] 
would from thence neceſſarily follow ; That thoſe Numbers are py 
fealy equal, which we certainly know are not, nor can by no meat 


be equal. And This, in the following manner. | c 
If there has been a Duration or Succeſſion” of an infinite Number "4 


Tears, and an infinite Number of Days, and an infinite Number 
Hours, and an infinite Number of Minutes, and that Infinites are equal 
then it muſt follow, That the Number ef Years is equal to the Number 
Days, Hours, and Minutes, which is abſurd. . ILY 
. Therefore the placing Duration or Succeſſion in & 0 D and Et 
nity. from which this Abſurdity Neceſſarily follows ; implys a cn 
| tradiftion. ; Therefore it is a Feſt, Impertinent and Abſurd ; as 
Abythor very. deſeryedly but undeſignedly calls it. Therefore i 
# mere Nonſenſe: to talk of Time paſt, preſent, and to come, with n 
I! ference to GOD ; ſince it is a Contradiction to aſcribe to him, Dur 
tian or Succeſſion, wherein alone, Time puſt, preſent, and to com 
have place. Far be it therefore from us to aſcribe Duration or 5, 
c ceſſen to G0 D, as the Men of Matter, the Men of One Only Sul 
WE ſtance do; who by that. Holy Name, moſt Blaſpbemouſiy inean d 
whole Vniverſe, to which Duration or Succeſſion does agree, and 
ich conſequently, to: male it Eternal, ta make ĩt a Gody as Mr. I 
words it, they aſcribe Infinite Duration or Succeſſion, i. e. Eternity! 
chein Senſe, or rather Nonſenſe, ' 
Nos | bope, by What has been hitherto id, to have ſer th 
Gentleman Right, as to thoſe W] o Peints in his- Book, which 
have handl'd. I ſhall, endeavour to do the ſame Thing, as to tl 
ather Head in his Diſcourſe, as {con as he is pbeas d toon in dete 
min d Perms, Firſt, That he believes or knows. the Exiſtence of an 
uitelj perfect Being, of a real abſolutely Immaterial Subſtance, of 
Eternal Spirit, who created by a tranſient Act, a Real Maten 
* Snbſtance. Secondly, that the Book: we call, the Holy Scripnn 
do contain the Reveal'd 451-of Gd, communicated to Real Im 
tetial Oreated Subſtances or Souls, infmitely different rand diſtin 
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nighty Power, I heartily recommend our Author. 
Thus, Sir, I have ſet before you, as well as 1 could, my 


ui Mt. 
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* Thoughts upon thoſe Errors which you perceiv'd in this E/ay, be- 
Dun re 1 faw it. And now I deſire your Opinion of what has been 
i, knowing that you ate already Maſter of This, as well as 0 
hat ther Subjects, and 1 can bribe: your Conſcience, or by- 
es your Judgment, when deſir' d to interpoſe in any Caſe What 
meu rer, eſpecially where W Juſtice, and Truth are concern d. 
only remains, Sir, you ſhould continue to difcern and practiſe, 


barſoever things are True, whatſoever things are Honeſt, whatſoever 
bings are Fuſt, whatſoever things are Pure, whatſoever things are Loves 
; whatſoever things are of good Report: If there be any Virtue, and if © 
ere be any Praiſe, continue to think, on theſe Things," and that I am, 
nd ſhall always continue to be with a ſingular Reſpect,  .' -:, | 
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Ince here is room for a few Lines, it cannot be filbd up better, 
whether we conſider the Manner, or the Matter, than by 
ting at a ſhort Converſation which our Friend and I had | 
ek, with the Reverend. Dr. Edwards at Oxford. The Socinians, 
r, Unitarians were the Subject of our Diſcourſe. That Learned 
ne, who not only underſtands that Subject, bur even the Equivo- 
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a ons, Artifices, Diſguiſes, &c. of thoſe Men, the beſt of any! 
ro | 5 | ever 


˙yV7 . I. 

ver diſcaurfd wilh upon that. Head 3, tgldaus nahe pergf 
chat the Sociniunt, bot chntent with denxing the, Divinity 
our Saviour; do entirely deſtroy the Raſurreftien and ih 
chat What they call Cod, is | a | Subrily) Addis, Thinking 
| | 4 er. This highly pleas d me, becaule with; me, the terms, [Ogg 
FR Your, Diſt; Unitari an, {igribe; preciſely: the ſame Thing, that 
Wort. Aeheiſty docs with: at hers Fur al: certainly know, That 
„ - Chief of choſe Nen, underſt ind no more hy- the Hoy, Name 
than the whole Univerſe ;-and Conſequemly, are dewnright At, 

That indeedris the Senſe wherein all thoſe, that reaſon cone 


* 
„ muſt take, that Holy Name, wbo ſay, with Mr. Locks and; Sig 
That GOD. isa Cogitativez and Een of Mater jal,Subſtondy 
j But them, Sic, loniſt-own tis no eaſie Task, righily to und 
| 7 Rand thoſe Sopluſtieal Men of Matter, as the Doctor does, Por, 


|'/ riculate Soufds pr MV Ords, being only Arbitraty Sigus or Mank 
( der lier, und del Men, when they ene ther Seel 
1 Country where Learning flouriſhes, being afraid of being dil 
ver'd; do, here and there, in their Diſcourſe, diveſt the moſt 


TH - portant Terms they aſe, of their ordinary ſettled Significations, 
/ dale them ſtand for Ideas quite different from thoſe whereof g 
mon Cuſtom made them Signs. This is it that makes it dithg 
| 4 " clearly to: underſtand them. By this Artifice Mr, L.efcapd ba 
1 72 tightly underſtood, eſpecially in the 10ch.Ch.ot the 4th--B. 0 
Ear; which indeed is an exquiſite Maſter-pigge of the Equival 
and Spie) Arr: „ And Since the Reverend Dr. Lancaſter, V 
Chancellor of Oxford, has been. pleas'd to recommend the Diſſa 
i © Lows made upon that Chap. in his Speech to the Univerſity, as an 
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q publicly return him my humble Thanks, ſince I have not the 
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Mr. L's Friends, iiglj, or vie alen. J o8fer Do; 2 
| i prove, that either of the two ollowing Parges is Faſſe 
Ta A L Coiefs .ar guly dim in prising. and publiſhing hi: 
= Wd a . C ps, — 2 + © ad 1. 
e, to etabliſp and ſpread Spinoza's Hypot bein „Sf e Ty 
beirler dil, or could know what be ſaid, in ally 9" ARS one ji 
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nour of being perſonally known to him. Wich this Aſſarance, 
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